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JUDGMENT IS REAL

Human beings understand that they are judged, even if they cannot

or will not state their perceptions in theological terms. If you leap off

the top of a 1 0-story building, you will hit the ground and go “Splat!
”

and die. And saying, “Jesus, Jesus, Jesus” all the way down does not

alter the result. If you treat other people in cruel and exploitive ways,

they will come to hate you, and you will in time learn to hate yourself.

And even going to church regularly and passing the “Peace” with

fatuous bonhommie will not save you. A society which celebrates

death, whether by the stockpiling of redundant weaponry or the casual

use of abortion, will destroy itself. And no amount of ethical ratiocina-

tion will prevent that consequence. At some level people understand

that. They know that they are judged, that there are finalities in life.

So when we preachers speak of divine mercy in ways that take no

account of judgment, when for the traditional formulation that God is

Creator, J udge and Redeemer we substitute Creator, Redeemer, Sus-

tainer, we omit from our definition of the divine that which is most in-

escapably real in human experience. And in so doing we lower trag-

ically the level of our credibility with intelligent men and women. If

preachers are as wrong about divine mercy as they are about divine

judgment, people reason, then we are indeed lost. Our “Good News”

becomes ironically a mere legalism when it is proclaimed in ways that

give it no rootedness in the obvious facts of daily life. Those who are

not vocationally committed to unraveling the tangled skein of Christian

doctrine, men and women for whom religion is a resource, not a pro-

fession, can believe in God’s mercy only when it is shown by their

preachers to be in constant interaction with God’s judgment. And the

common practice of parroting the phrase “law and gospel,” as though

the mere repetition of the words explains something important, is a

kind of clerical cop-out (p. 67).

WILLIAM MUEHL, Why Preach? Why Listen?

See “Book of the Week,” p. 10.
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Do Not Relegate

Historical Foundation

To Parochial Role

Anyone who has known the Historical

Foundation of the Presbyterian and Re-

formed Churches at Montreat in any

capacity must be distressed by the

recommendation in regard to its future,

proposed by the General Assembly Coun-

cil.

These recommendations were briefly

noted in The Outlook Jan. 5-12 and again

in the Feb. 16 issue under the report of

the council meeting in Dallas. The GAC
set aside the proposal for a shared re-

sponsibility between the Historical Foun-

dation and the Presbyterian Historical

Society and seemingly cut the Historical

Foundation off from any meaningful par-

ticipation in the historical processes of

the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.).

It appears that the decisions were

reached without a clear appreciation of

what the Historical Foundation has to of-

fer: its past accomplishments, its present

usefulness, its potential for a continued

contribution to the wider church.

Its recently enlarged and remodeled

building is carefully designed; its location

in a churchwide conference setting is

well-adapted to serving the denomina-

tion; its archival holdings are valuable

and growing; its staff is outstanding in

professional competence and dedication.

The quality of its service has attracted

researchers from across the nation and

abroad. Surely such a potential should

not be relegated to an isolated and paro-

chial role within the church.

I hope the General Assembly will re-

consider these ill-advised recommenda-
tions and restore the Historical Founda-
tion to a position of real usefulness.

RUTH D. SEE
Box 928

Harrisonburg, Va. 22801

Supporting the President

J. Kenneth Rogers, in his editorial in

the Jan. 5-12 Outlook, expressed himself

with energy and freedom from doubt, as-

serting:

President Reagan and the De-

partment of State are ignorant of or

“blatantly choose” to disregard

Central American history; those in

the Reagan administration are

liars, they disinform, violate inter-

national law, support terrorists,

defy Congress, conduct an immoral

war (is there such a thing as a

moral war?), pursue a strategy of

death ....

The government of El Salvador is

controlled by a coalition which sys-

tematically dehumanizes the poor;

the democratization process in El

Salvador is a pretense and a sham.

The reduction of the body count in

El Salvador is not a sign of hope,

because there are still abuses not

yet corrected ....

President Reagan, his adminis-

tration, the United States, the

wealthy of Central America, the

“somocistas” and the military, ex-

cepting that of Nicaragua one as-

sumes, are responsible for the cur-

rent agonies in Central America.

That is Rogers’ theme, as I see it.

I am glad that Rogers stopped short of

pronouncing final judgment in the surety

of his convictions. As it is, his criticism

condemns all of us who do not agree with

him and support the president. To be-

lieve Rogers, the only people who under-

stand, know and tell the truth about U.S.

policy in Central America are those who
oppose that policy.

Negotiations? Certainly, let us en-

courage Commandante Ortega to nego-

tiate with the Nicaraguan rebels as

Duarte has with the Salvadoran rebels.

Though not conclusive, some dialogue has

taken place in El Salvador.

Prayer? Certainly, let us pray for the

church in Central America: let us pray

for the whole church, including that of

Carinal Obando y Bravo. Pray that he
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will be free from personal attack, that he

and his clergy will be allowed to witness

freely to their faith and speak as the

Spirit guides them, and that his flock will

be allowed to listen.

ROBERT A. MATTHEWS
10518 NE 197th St.

Bothell, Wash. 98011

OVERTURES 33-35

No. 33—Would amend the Book of Or-

der at G-14.0101 to specify that the pres-

bytery has the final power of excluding

members from ordination. San Francisco.

Dec. 9.

No. 34—Proposes an amendment to the

Book of Order which would eliminate ref-

erence to Robert’s Rules of Order as the

basis for governing meetings. San Fran-

cisco. Dec. 9.

No. 35—On providing a fourth option

for dental coverage in the new Benefits

Plan of the Board of Pensions. Des

Moines. Nov. 18.

WEIRS AND MUDGE NAMED

TO SAN FRANCISCO FACULTY

On Feb. 6, the trustees of San Francis-

co Theological Seminary announced five

new appointments to the seminary facul-

ty-

Benjamin and Carol Weir will occupy

the Hewlett Chair of Evangelism and

Mission in a five-year appointment.

Lewis S. Mudge was named dean of the

seminary and professor of theology. He is

now dean and professor at McCormick

Theological Seminary.

Sister Elizabeth Liebert of St. Thomas

Theological Seminary and Vanderbilt

University, will be director of the Pro-

gram in Christian Spirituality and assis-

tant professor of Christian Spirituality.

She is the first member of a religious or-

der to join the SFTS faculty.

The appointment of Michael Angevine

as director of the Master of Arts in Val-

ues program was made earlier by Presi-

dent J. Randolph Taylor and previously

noted in these pages. (From SFTS, via

Presbynet.) D
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and time. They visited some eight

churches in the area before settling here.

I’m glad they feel at home with us. I hope

we are nice to them.

So, Dorothy calls; and it seems she

knows someone at the Carmelite Mona-

stery in our area. Next Sunday, the Car-

melites are having their yearly ecu-

menical prayer service. They invite out-

siders to join with them in worship.

Sister So-and-So has asked Dorothy if

she can recommend a Protestant minister

to share in leading this service. Dorothy

recommends me. Can I do it? Sunday,

Jan. 25, 4 p.m.

I gulp inwardly, for I know very well

what I intend to do on that day and hour.

I am tempted to waffle; but thanks to

Walton’s words imprinted on my mind

and heart, I ’fess up. “Dorothy, you are

about to become acquainted with my feet

of clay. Next Sunday at 4 p.m., I intend

to be watching the second quarter of the

Super Bowl. I suspect if I am not doing

that the Lord will pick up the resentment

in my heart. I am not a good candidate

for leading worship at that hour.”

Well, Dorothy is a good sport. She

hasn’t realized it is Super Bowl Sunday.

She thanks me for my openness. And
that is that.

But, of course, Tuesday, Wednesday
and Thursday, that encounter keeps run-

ning through my mind. Here those folks,

once a year, conduct this special service.

You should be honored to be asked,

Dave. And you turn it down for the

Super Bowl.

And all the thoughts about how the

Super Bowl, with its hype and hoopla, in-

carnates some of the most crummy of our

American values are in my mind. But
despite its tawdry nature, I love every

minute of it.

And, then, Friday morning, an invita-

tion from the Carmelite sisters to join

them in this special worship experience

arrives, neatly addressed in script to me.
I read the simple invitation, then noticed

hand written on the back page, “P.S.,

Let us know how the Super Bowl goes!!”

Yesterday, I penned them a note of

thanks for their invitation and their

understanding with my P.S.: “Giants 39,

Denver 20.”

•THE U.S. SUPREME COURT has

announced it will review a New Jersey

law requiring a daily moment of silence in

the state’s public school classrooms at the

beginning of each day. Two years ago,

the court struck down an Alambama law

that required a one-minute period for

silent meditation or prayer. But in that

6-3 decision, at least two justices voting

with the majority indicated that they

might approve a law that did not spe-

cifically require silent prayer. When it

hears the case next term, the high court

will review decisions of two lower federal

tribunals that struck down the New Jer-

sey statute. (RNS)

• AMONG THE LUTHERANS. News
reports from a meeting of Lutheran bish-

ops in San Francisco on Jan. 30 indicate

that there are a significant number oi

American Lutheran congregations voting

against the union with the Lutheran

Church in America and the Association oi

Evangelical Lutheran Churches. Only

ALC congregations are voting individual-

ly on the plan to form the Evangelical

Lutheran Church in America. However,

Presiding Bishop David W. Preus be-

lieves that there will be the two-thirds

vote to approve the merger, although it

is clear, he says, that organized opposi-

tion is encouraging a "no” vote .... The
bishops also learned that almost 200

people have applied to head the 19 major

divisions of the new church. Thirty-two

percent are current staff members in the

three churches. At least two people for

each position will be presented to the

constituting convention April 30-May 3 in

Columbus, Ohio. (Lutheran News Ser-

vice, via Presbynet.)

Sixty-Sixth Annual

BIBLE CONFERENCE
August 2-14, 1987

First Week August 2-8

Kenneth E. Bailey
Tantur Ecum Institute. Israel

Ernest T. Campbell, Emeritus
Riverside Church. New York, NY
Mary Faith Carson
Moravian College, Bethlehem, PA

Paul T. Eckel
First Presbyterian, Atlanta, GA
Donald L. Gokee
Conway Presbyterian, Orlando, FL

David Hoffelt
University Presbyterian. Chapel Hill, NC
Oswald C.J. Hoffmann
Lutheran Hour. St. Louis, MIO

Ben C. Johnson
Columbia Theo Sem

,
Decatur. GA

Bryant M. Kirkland
Fifth Ave Presbyterian, New York, NY
William J. Wiseman
University of-Tulsa. Tulsa, OK

PANEL THEME:
"Critical Concerns Confronting
the Christian Church"

Second Week August 9-14

Myron S. Augsburger
Community Fellowship, Wash., D C
Ernest T. Campbell, Emeritus
Riverside Church, New York, NY
N. Gordon Cosby
Church of the Saviour, Wash., D C

Merle Allison Johnson
First Methodist, Camden, AK
Thomas L. Jones
Chevy Chase Presbyterian, Wash,, D C
Donald C. McFerren
First Presbyterian, Flint, Ml

Pat McGeachy
Downtown Presbyterian, Nashville, TN
Joseph B. Mullin
First Presbyterian, Greensboro, NC
Samuel D. Proctor
Abyssinian Baptist, New York, NY
Frederick B. Speakman, Emeritus
Third Presbyterian, Pittsburgh, PA

David L. Stitt, former President
Austin Theo Sem

,
Austin, TX

Jeffery R. Wampler
Westfield Presbyterian, Westfield, NJ

POET-IN-RESIDENCE: Thomas John Carlisle, Watertown, NY

CHURCH MUSIC WORKSHOP
August 2-8

Kenneth Lowenberg
Director and Organ Clinician

William Whitehead
Choral Clinician

Richard L. Allen, Handbells

Steve Blackstock, Brass

Lee Florance
Banner Making and Drama
Judy Henneberger
Children's Choir

Full program for Children and Youth

Massanetta Springs
Conference Center of the Synod of the Virginias, (P.C.U.S.A.)

P.O. Box 1286, Harrisonburg, Virginia 22801 703-434-3829
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EDITORIALS
Home Stretch I

We are in the home stretch of making

the Structural Design for Mission work, or

perhaps one should say “Home Stretch I,”

for there is still a way to go. But, attend-

ing the meeting of the General Assembly

Council in Dallas the end of January, one

could see that the pieces are beginhing to

fall into place and the council is now mov-

ing out of the more theoretical stage of its

work into the operational stage.

It is interesting to note how the council

members have learned to work together.

They have been at it for 3V2 years and

have learned one another’s jokes and

foibles. They can good-naturedly insult

one another publicly, and no one takes of-

fense.

These council members know they have

been in on the creation of a new thing,

and one sensed no flagging of their zeal.

This has been the experience of a lifetime

for them, with those for whom this has

not been related to their profession

giving untold hours of volunteer work

and with the professionals adding this job

8 THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK Feb. 23, 1987

to the ones they already are doing.

Now they are welcoming aboard new
companions, the provisional ministry unit

committees. Needless to say, they are

glad for the help. And, if the representa-

tives of these units to the council are

typical of their committees, we have

some good leadership emerging to refuel

the energies of the council and to bring

fresh insights to it.

One of the most interesting develop-

ments is the formation of the Central

Treasury Corporation. The council em-

ployed a competent outside accounting

firm, Ernst and Whinney, to study our

treasury operations and make recommen-

dations for consolidating them all in one

place.

Their report is impressive. Even those

for whom finance is a mystery cannot fail

to be impressed by it. We did not know

how complex our treasury services were

and how much overlapping there was.

One of the great benefits of reunion is

that an outside firm has told us how to be

more businesslike in our business. What-

ever it cost to make this study was

money well-spent.

So much needs to be done and much of

what we will do awaits the verdict of his-

tory on whether this was the right way to

do it. We still need to examine and criti-

cize the decisions yet to be made. Human
beings are making human and, therefore,

fallible decisions. But we came away from
the Dallas meeting of the GAC feeling

that we are on the way toward being one
church — in fact as well as in theory.

—G.L.H.

V The Missionary Movement
Is Alive and Well

The good news about missions is that,

contrary to popular opinion, the mission-

ary movement at the end of the 20th cen-

tury is alive and well. The number of

Protestant missionaries going overseas

from North America is not decreasing; it

is dramatically increasing, and has been
for the most of the past 30 years.

Critics here and abroad have pro-

claimed the death of missions since the

1930s, but much as God survived a “death

of God” theology, so missions outlasted a

"moratorium on missions ecclesiology.” In

the past 10 years alone, the number of

Protestant career missionaries from
North America working overseas, ac-

cording to the new Mission Handbook
(13th edition), has jumped from 31,000 to

39,000, a gain of 26 percent. If short-

termers are added, the gain is even more
startling, from 37,000 to 65,000 — an in-

crease of 75 percent.

How are we to explain this persistent

and continuing rise in missionary volun-

teers when so many say that the day of

the Western missionary has passed? Is it,

as some insist, only nostalgia for “the

golden days of foreign missions”? Not
really.

Part of the answer is that the mission-

ary movement is no longer monolithically

Western and volunteers who join no

longer feel guilty about being in an arro-

gantly one-sided crusade.

The fastest-growing sector in Christian

missions is not Western, but is in what is

largely a 20th century phenomenon — the

foreign, or cross-cultural missions of the

churches of the Third World.

This is a movement that only recently

has attracted statistical attention. One of

the earliest surveys of Protestant Third

World missions, by Wong and Larsen in

1972, estimated that about 3,000 Protes-

tants from the Third World were serving

as cross-cultural missionaries. The next

survey, made only eight years later in

1980 by Lawrence Keyes of Brazil, raised

the figure to 12,500. A 1986 estimate is

well over 20,000.

Today's missionaries are partners in a

global enterprise.

The movement is also justified by its

results. Not simply the immense amount

of social good for the welfare of the hu-



man race spread around the world; and

not the numerical results alone, though

they, too, are impressive, as anyone

browsing in the World Christian Encyclo-

pedia will quickly discover. Protestants

in the Third World, which we once called

“the mission field,” numbered only 10

million in 1900; today, they are counted

as between 160 million and 190 million,

depending on how many of the indepen-

dent, indigenous sects one chooses to call

Protestant.

Bishop Stephen Neill has called atten-

tion to something even more significant

as a validating achievement of today’s

missions: “In the 20th century one phe-

nomenon has come into view which is in-

contestably new — for the first time

there is in the world a universal religion,

and that is Christianity.”

Missions have made the faith global and

only the continuing, sustaining activity of

the churches in mission will keep it

global.

But there is a deeper reason that in-

creasing numbers of Christians volunteer

for missionary service — a theological

reason. It takes its base not in statistics

or in success, and not even in human
compassion, though that is indispensable.

Its base is in the will of God who began

the mission, as Christians know it, by

sending his Son “to save the lost.” It

takes its mandate from that same Son

and Savior who still dispatches disciples

out across a needy world with the words,

“As the Father sent me, so send I you.”

SAMUEL HUGH MOFFETT
Editor-at-Large

Princeton Theological Seminary

Princeton, N.J. 08542

"For All the Saints"

Last yeas was the 1,600th anniversary

of St. Augustine’s conversion; on the

whole, the Protestant Church missed it.

We remembered Barth’s centennial and

perhaps our preoccupation with that cele-

bration explains how we missed an event

that the Roman Catholic Church recog-

nized with several major conferences.

It was on a September day in A.D. 386

when Augustine, who was the most in-

fluential theologian on all the Reformers,

heard a child’s voice chanting, “Take up

and read, take up and read.”

A good way to observe the event would

be to read — or re-read — portions of

Augustine of Hippo, Peter Brown’s clas-

sic biography. In my own re-reading, I

was struck again by the impact of Am-
brose on Augustine. Ambrose was the

pastor in Milan, where Augustine was a

sort of playboy-philosopher. Augustine

was more of an “occasional social church

visitor" than committed member when he

encountered Ambrose’s preaching. I find

it reassuring that it was Ambrose's

preaching that fired Augustine’s imagina-

tion and captured his interest.

Brown notes that, as an administrator,

pastor and teacher, Ambrose was a very

busy man who had little time for exten-

sive personal contact with his parishion-

ers, including Augustine. Yet, Brown

says, “the influence of Abrose on Augus-

tine was far out of proportion to any

direct contact which the two men may
have had” (p. 87).

The influence of a great Christian

character is a tremendous force! The

Church is full of great Christian charac-

ters whose influence on the lives and

faith of others is far out of proportion to

any direct contact with them. It is a trea-

sure. We do not all live lives with the in-

fluence of Ambrose or the world-shaping

power of an Augustine, but it is a sign of

God’s graciousness to us that the Church

is never without some who do.

Isn’t it likely that the gifts God will of-

fer the world through our new denomina-

tion will come less from the shape of our

mission design programs and more from

the personal influence of the women and

men of great Christian faith and charac-

ter whom God will raise up out of the

PC(USA)?
At least when I remember God’s gifts

to the world from the past denomina-

tions, I am less inclined to recall institu-

tions and public policy pronouncements

and more inclined to remember the wit-

ness and lives of people like John Mac-

Kay, J. McDowell Richards, Wellford

Hobbie and Rachel Henderlite. Many who
had little, if any direct contact with them

were greatly influenced by the character

of their lives.

I don’t think acknowledging the in-

fluence and power of particular lives of

great character and faith denigrates the

common Christian community. Not that

we don’t all have our faults or that

anyone is a second Christ (even Augus-

tine wasn’t all that “saintly”), but the

community always needs and may point

to the existence of specific individuals

who stand out as models and examples in

their special calling and endowment.

It was Karl Barth (who certainly was

influenced by Augustine out of proportion

to their direct contact!) who said, “For

what would the community be if it re-

ferred only to the Christian mediocrity in

which these possibilities [for the Chris-

tian life] might be open in a mild form to

all? What would it be if it had no place for

shining exceptions? What would its ex-

ternal witness be if there were only that

Christian mediocrity and none of those

lights which, even if only transitorily,

shine with a particular brilliance?”

JOHN T. DeBEVOISE
Editor-at-Large

3501 San Jose

Tampa, Fla. 33629

I am never as dangerous as when I act in

love. When I act in anger or aggression 1
put my conscience, my victim and the

community on guard. But when I act in

love I disarm conscience, victim and com-

munity and am free to do my worst with

neither let nor hindrance.

-REINHOLD NIEBUHR
(quoted in William Muehl’s Why Preach?

Why Listen?, p. 63.

)

What Do These Churches
Have In Common?

• Westminster Presbyterian Church, Buffalo, NY
• First Presbyterian Church, Flint, MI
• Village Presbyterian Church, Prairie Village, KS
• Westlake Hills Presbyterian Church, Austin, TX

Like over 1000 other churches, these churches use a Membership Services,

Inc. (MSI) computer system. A pioneer in the church computer field, MSI
was founded in 1968 to meet the needs of the local church.

You, too, can benefit from one of MSI's proven in-house systems.

Applications include:

• Membership • Contributions • Accounting • Word
• Music • Checkwriting • Library Processing
• Calendar • Facility Manager • More!

Write or call toll-free for a FREE demo diskette.

800-527-9919, ext. 0805 TX: 800-442-7950, ext. 0805

IVPTf MEMBERSHIP
# r / «-/ # SERVICES, INC.
# 1y /— / m P.O. Box 152130

Irving, TX 75015
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Novel News
By BERTRAM deH. ATWOOD

Harvard psychologist Robert Coles has

said, “The wise people in our country are

novelists. When I see a president calling

in Washington lawyers to advise him, I

wonder why he

can’t get together

with a few like Saul

Bellow, Eudora
Welty and Walker

Percy — people

who have a transcendent sense of why
we’re here and what we’re going to put

ourselves on the line for” (p. 37, P.L.

Berman, The Courage of Conviction,

1985, Dodd, Mead).

South Africa has its Paton, Gordimer

and Coetzee. The latter, an Afrikaner, in

his The Strange Case of Michael K (1983,

Viking), stabs our imaginations and pre-

dilections. On the one level it is an im-

passioned, understated protest against

apartheid. On another level, it is a para-

ble of a man like Adam in a hoped-for

Paradise — or a Christ- figure.

Michael K., possessed of harelip and a

mind not quick, leaves his job as a mu-

nicipal gardener to help his sick mother

return to her birthplace. When she dies

on the way, Michael ekes out an existence

on an abandoned farm and brings it to

flower, only to be swept up by war into a

series of camps for “displaced” persons.

There he lives his days; and a white

pharmacist in the military guarding the

camp finds himself talking in his sleep to

Michael:

You are a pole-vaulter, an escape

artist. Your garden blooms in the

heart of the desert and produces

food from the Tree of Life.

All the time I was reading Michael K. I

kept remembering how C.H. Dodd de-

scribes the Bible as the “Story of Adam
(you and I, Everyman), how Adam (you

and I) were destined to wear the likeness

and image of God, and how he lost that

likeness through egoism and disobedience;

how Everyman (you and I) is under God’s

law and refractory to that law; how
Everyman wanders in the wilderness

seeking a promised land and how when he

finds it he finds it disappointing; how
Everyman (Adam) is beset by hostile pow-

ers and goes after false gods but is, under

God’s providence, given a fresh start ...”

(The Bible Today, p. 157).

So we are haunted as to “why we are
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here and what we’re going to put our-

selves on the line for,” and at last con-

fronted and comforted as we seek to con-

form to the New Adam, Jesus our New
Humanity.

Book of the Week
WHY PREACH? WHY LISTEN? By

William Muehl. Fortress Press. 1986. Pa-

per. 96 pp. $4.95.

The two questions in the title of this

book tell us what it is about: the people

who preach and the people who listen.

The professor of Christian Methods (for

which read homiletics) at Yale Divinity

School is concerned to emphasize the role

of the person in the pew in the communi-
cative enterprise which is preaching, and
he feels that this role has been very much
misunderstood and neglected.

So Muehl makes a distinction between
“academic theology” and “homiletic theol-

ogy.” He does not intend to minimize the

importance of the intellect in understand-

ing faith; far from it, for his second chap-

ter is on the complexity of the faith and a

criticism of the “simple gospel” idea. But

he believes that the person who is listen-

ing is a lot smarter than the person who
is preaching thinks he/she is, and that

these people in the pew are much more
aware of the tensions of Christian living

than most sermons give them credit for.

Muehl puts it this way: “Most lay men
and women live in a constant and healthy

tension between what they have been

taught to regard as the sacred and secu-

lar realms. But there is much evidence to

suggest that they understand, often bet-

ter than their spiritual mentors, that

God’s great reconciling act on Calvary

validated that tension for all time to come
as the medium in which the divine will

can be known and obeyed” (p. 12).

Muehl trained to be a lawyer and grad-

uated from the Michigan Law School. But

then he found himself teaching homiletics

at Yale. He therefore writes from the re-

freshing position of a layman who has not

been a preacher teaching preachers how
to preach! Therefore, having heard in-
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PREACHING IS POWERFUL
Preaching is powerful, far more so than many of us often give it credit

for. To be faithful and responsible to our task we simply have no choice but

to find out as best we can both how that power helps and also how, mis-

used, it harms. We need to learn to be as alert and careful with our hearers

as we are with the infants we baptize. . .

.

Bear in mind that when we speak of “preaching” we are almost never

talking about a single sermon or even a few but rather about an extended

preaching experience. What makes the impact of preaching is far more

subtle, for the most part, than the obvious content of any one sermon. An

apt analogy might be human relationships. What makes the quality of a

relationship is not so much any one encounter as rather the accumulation

over repeated interactions of almost hidden emphases, styles of thinking,

attitudes, expectations, emotional responses, ways of talking or acting, and

the like. We could call them systemic features of the interaction, meaning

that they have to do not so much with what is said or done as with the rela-

tional process itself — the glue that holds the pieces together rather than

the pieces themselves, perhaps. The same is true for preaching. Week in

and week out the preacher communicates not only the topic and thought of

the sermon, but also those more elusive — and more potent — systemic

features that govern how we think about ourselves, other people, God, the

world around us, and what the future holds (pp. 23-24).

—J. RANDALL NICHOLS, THE RESTORING WORD: Preaching as Pastoral

Communication. See “Book of the Week,” p. 11.
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News of the Church and the World
Moderator’s Conference
Addresses
Middle East Issues

Two hundred Presbyterians — what
one participant called a gathering of "old

Middle East hands” — met April 27-30 in

San Francisco for a Moderator’s Confer-

ence on the Middle East.

Moderator Benjamin Weir, former fra-

ternal worker in Lebanon, called the con-

ference and delegates from 108 presby-

teries and all 20 synods. Three days were
spent discussing the Middle East conflict,

reviewing the paper on “The Relationship

Between Christians and Jews” and dis-

cussing the causes and implications of

terrorism.

The mood of the conference so far as

the Christians-Jews paper was concerned

seemed to be that it should be studied in

the churches before it is adopted by the

General Assembly. Other concerns from

the conference will be brought to the

Assembly through commissioners.

Sibley Towner, professor at Union

Theological Seminary in Virginia and a

former missionary colleague of the Weirs

in Lebanon, led the theological discus-

sions. Frances Gray of San Francisco,

long-time teacher and principal in coun-

tries of the Middle East, led the daily

worship sevices.

The conference issued the following

statement as it adjourned:

“Presbyterians participating in the

Moderator’s Conference being held in San

Francisco April 27-30 wish to reaffirm

the Resolution on the Middle East adopt-

ed by the 196th General Assembly (1984)

which expresses concern for the part of

the world which is the heart of the Chris-

tian-Muslim-Jewish faiths.

“Members of the conference wish to re-

mind Presbyterians that ‘we can make a

difference’ as we did in our efforts to free

Benjamin Weir as a hostage, when we
joined together in prayer and action.

“Participants recognize there are many
troubled areas of the world as well as the

Middle East, particularly Central Ameri-

ca and South Africa which demand the

attention of the Presbyterian Church

(U.S.A.). One aspect of the interrelation-

ship of these crisis areas has been graphi-

cally illustrated in the current exposure

of Israel’s arms sales to South Africa and

Iran with the channeling of profits from

the latter to clandestine support of the

contras in Nicaragua. It is not clear to

what extent the government of Israel is

implementing U.S. foreign policy objec-

tives in these actions.

“The consultation makes a strong call

for Presbyterians to seek to achieve an

open discussion in Washington, D.C., of

Israel’s role in the Middle East. The con-

sultation recognizes that an open wide-

ranging debate continues within the Is-

raeli Parliament (Knesset) and in Israel’s

press concerning the wisdom and pro-

priety of that government’s policy and
practice in the global arms trade, in the

occupation of the West Bank and Gaza, in

continuing air attacks upon communities

in Lebanon and much more.

“The Presbyterians attending this con-

sultation call upon all the members of the

church to make every effort to set their

senators and members of the House of

Representatives free to enter in the same
open, continuing debate as to the wisdom
and propriety of U.S. support to Israel

regardless of its decisions and actions.

The consultation believes the national se-

curity interests of Israel and the U.S.A.

require that the level of candor which

characterizes the clash of opinions within

Israel speedily come to characterize the

public debate of these same issues within

our society.

“As Presbyterians continue to empha-

size setting the hostages free, they also

are asked to call for setting the Congress

free for open discussion.

“Those attending the consultation also

ask the proper Ministry Units of the

church, as designated by the General As-

sembly Council, to keep the Middle East

concerns as a serious consideration with-

in the church structure. They call for

educational resources to be prepared and

made available to the church, and neces-

sary staff to carry out this emphasis.

This is in keeping with a request by the

198th General Assembly (1986) to give

attention to the Middle East through

1990.

“Participants also call on synods, pres-

byteries and congregations to make a

concentrated effort to develop unique

ways to carry out dialogue between

Christians, Muslims and Jews at a local

level.

“Above all, the consultation calls for

continued prayer and concern of the

church for the area of the Middle East.
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They call for a dynamic interfaith mis-

sion, educational resources that will help

bring understanding and the strong call

for an open discussion of the issues on the

floors of Congress.” (Via Presbynet.)

1,750 Attend Men’s
Assembly ’87

In New Orleans

The mayors of Atlanta and Indianapo-

lis, a former governor of Mississippi and
leaders of the Presbyterian Church
(U.S.A.) addressed more than 1,760 men
and women who participated in the May
1-3 "Assembly ’87,” sponsored in New
Orleans by the denomination’s Presby-

terian Men organization.

Andrew Young, a United Church of

Christ minister who is mayor of Atlanta,

said to the registrants and guests in his

opening statement, “I want to explain

how the world is in so much trouble and

how you caused it.”

He explained that his religious up-

bringing helped him become aware of his

own worth, and that when he visited

Africa as a U.S. emissary, he discovered

that many of the people who were labeled

as “black terrorists” were graduates of

Christian missionary schools who had

studied in the United States. Young said

religious forces are shaping events in de-

veloping nations.

Richard McDougal of Bakersfield,

Calif., president of Presbyterian Men,

called attention to the yellow ribbons

which had been distributed to the audi-

ence to remind them that a Presbyterian

layman, Thomas Sutherland of Fort Col-

lins, Colo., and other hostages were

being held in Lebanon.

During a Bible study on May 2, Ben-

jamin Weir, former hostage, focused on
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the letter from the apostle Paul from

prison in Colossae. Referring to Colos-

sians 3:12-17, Weir recalled his own im-

prisonment in Lebanon during 1984 and

1985, and said that as he sat on the floor

chained to a radiator, he had nothing to

do but come face-to-face with Christ —
which led him to understand Paul’s mes-

sage, “You have come to fullness of life in

Christ.”

Weir asked each person in the audience

to tell his or her neighbor about a time in

which he or she had forgiven another

person.

Samuel Moffett, professor of ecumenics

and mission emeritus at Princeton Theo-

logical Seminary, told his Presbyterian

colleagues that "sometimes we are so

busy doing great things that we don’t

recognize ‘miracles in process.’” He said

that Presbyterians are helping miracles

to happen. For instance, he said, Korea
has more than 8 million Christians, and

more than half are Presbyterians.

Lois M. Wilson, former moderator of

the United Church of Canada, Juan Car-

los Ortiz of Buenos Aires and Father

Lawrence Martin Jenco participated in

the focus May 2 on examining “Partner-

ship Through International Relation-

ships.”

Five "vocational mini-conferences” and
33 workshops were held. Arthur J.

Kamitsuka, staff for Presbyterian Men,
introduced 58 guests, including 51 from
Korea.

The Planning Committee for Assembly
’87 recommended to the executive board

of the Presbyterian Men that plans be set

for Assembly '90. (Via Presbynet .)

COVENANT FELLOWSHIP

ESTABLISHES

BELL-MACKAY AWARD

The Covenant Fellowship of Presby-

terians, a special organization of the

church under the provisions of Ch. 9 of

the Book of Order, has announced a prize

to be awarded annually during the meet-
ing of the General Assembly.

It has been named the Bell-Mackay
Prize, and will carry a citation and
$5,000. It is to be given to that Presby-
terian — lay or clergy — “who by life and
ministry has advanced the unity and mis-

sion of our church in obedient service to

Christ,” according to Matthew McGowan,
executive secretary of the Covenant Fel-

lowship.

The prize is named for “two outstand-

ing servants of Christ in the modern his-

tory of the two great streams of Presby-
terianism in America now united in the

Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.),” says the

statement from the Fellowship.

L. Nelson Bell was a physician, medical

missionary and moderator of the 1972

General Assembly of the PCUS who “em-
bodied in his life and ministry a love for

the great tradition of our denomination

and an active commitment to its enhance-

ment and preservation,” the statement

says.

John A. Mackay was a missionary edu-

cator, president of Princeton Theological

Seminary, moderator of the 1953 General

Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in

the U.S.A. who “incarnated in his life a

challenge to Presbyterians to be* evan-

gelical in zeal, loyal to the chunch, in

earnest pursuit of its mission and minis-

try.”

The prize will ordinarily be given at

the annual breakfast at General Assem-
bly sponsored by the Covenant Fellow-

ship and Presbyterians United for Bib-

lical Concerns.

The prize committee elected by the

Covenant Fellowship consists of M.
Douglas Harper Jr., president; D.A.

Sharpe; Rober A. Kvam; Isobel M. Metz-

ger, daughter of John Mackay; and B.

Clayton Bell, son of Nelson Bell.

April 30 was the deadline for nomina-

tions for this year’s award.

OVERTURES 168-189

No. 168—Asks the General Assembly

to defer action on the paper "Relation-

ships Between Christians and Jews” until

the dialogue it calls for has taken place.

Milwaukee. March 24.

No. 169—Asks the General Assembly

to allow the Historical Foundation in

Montreat, N.C., to continue its work.

Southwest Georgia. Feb. 14. Same intent

as Nos. 64, 104 and 166.

No. 170— Calls for the reduction in dis-

tribution of Part 1 of the Minutes of Gen-
eral Assembly (Journal of the GA meet-
ing). Los Ranchos. March 23.

No. 171—On location of General As-

sembly offices. Baltimore. This is appar-

ently a repeat of No. 139 from the same
presbytery, reissued because of some
typographical errors in the first one. It

calls for the retention of all present loca-

tions, plus Kansas City as office of stated

clerk and General Assembly.

No. 172—Asks that the 1978 UPC poli-

cy statement on “The Church and Homo-
sexuality” be translated into Korean for

the benefit of the Korean-speaking con-

gregations which have become part of the

PC(USA) since 1978. New York City.

March 10.

No. 173—Asks the Assembly to amend
the Structural Design for Mission to re-

move the two-term limitation on the em-
ployment of Ministry Unit directors. San
Jose. April 11.

No. 174—On location of General As-

sembly offices. Same as Nos. 136, 151,

154 and 160. Would dismiss Location

Committee and have General Assembly

Council devise a plan for retaining offices

in Atlanta, New York and Philadelphia.

No. 175—On location of General As-

sembly offices. Affirms the choice of Kan-

sas City. Synod of the Sun. March 28.

Same as one from Grace Presbytery.

There are now 12 overtures on location,

10 calling for some alternative plan, two

affirming the choice of Kansas City, one

making corrections on its first overture.

No. 176—On designating the first Sun-

day in August as National Peace Day.

Boston.

No. 177—Concurs with new boundaries

for Grafton and Parkersburg presby-

teries as Presbytery of West Virginia and

to be part of Synod of the Trinity. That

synod.

No. 178—On realignment of presbyter-

ies in the state of Alabama. Same as

others on this subject. John Knox. Feb.

10 .

No. 179—Repeat of No. 178, from same
presbytery, as an amended overture.

No. 180—On Historical Foundation.

Same as No. 169.

No. 181—On pesticides and the en-

vironment. Stockton. April 4.

No. 182—Transferring a church from
Homestead to Central Nebraska Presby-

tery. Homestead. March 19. There are

now 23 overtures having to do with boun-

daries.

No. 183—Asks for reconsideration of

action funding theological education.

Boise. Nov. 9. Same as several others

making the same request.

No. 184—Ch. 9 status for Presbyterian

Scouters. Grand Canyon. Jan. 13. Fourth

overture making this request.

No. 185—On Historical Foundation.

New Covenant. Same as No. 180.

No. 186—On funding theological educa-

tion. Asks that the action of the last Gen-

eral Assembly remain in place.

No. 187—On Historical Foundation.
South Louisiana. Same as No. 185. There
are now seven overtures on this issue.

No. 188—On “Presbyterians and Peace-

making: Are We Called to Resistance?”

Cherokee. Calls for further study. This is

the ninth overture on the subject of this

paper, most of them making this same es-

sential point.

No. 189—Asks for a special offering

(called the Celebration) to help fund the

costs related to reunion. Synod of the

Covenant. March 29-31.

It is human nature to think wisely and
act foolishly. —ANATOLEFRANCE
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VIEWS OF THE FOUR CANDIDATES FOR MODERATOR
The Presbyterian Outlook asked the four candidates for moderator of the

199th General Assembly (1987) to answer four questions about their candi-

dacy and issues before this General Assembly. The questions are:

1. What would you hope to accomplish in your moderatorial year?

2. What are the strengths and weaknesses of the paper on Christian rela-

tionships with Jews?

3. How do you feel about the recommendation of the Location! s) Commit-

tee to Jiave most of the national offices in Kansas City?

4. What is your reaction to the paper: “Presbyterians and Peacemaking:

Are We Called to Resistance?”

Their answers to these questions follow a biographical sketch of each

candidate.

John D. MacLeod Jr.

Executive of the Synod of North Caro-

lina since 1981. Commissioner from Fay-

etteville Presbytery, which has endorsed

his candidacy. Other endorsements have

come from Albemarle, Asheville, Meck-

lenburg, Orange, Southwest Florida and

Wilmington presbyteries, plus the Synod

of North Carolina.

He had pastorates in West Virginia,

Virginia and North Carolina before be-

coming a presbytery executive in Blue

Ridge, Norfolk and Westminster (now
Southwest Florida ) presbyteries.

He is a member of the executive com-

mittee of the Association of Presbyterian

Colleges and Universities and on the

board of Warren Wilson College. He has

been chair of the PCUS Committee on

Assembly Operations and was moderator

of the Synod of Virginia in 1967. He is a

member of the St. Andrews Society of

Florida and of North Carolina. He has

regularly attended the meetings of the

General Assembly Council

He is a graduate of Davidson College

and Union Theological Seminary in Vir-

ginia, from which he also received a

Th.D.

Age 65, he and his wife, Helen, have

two daughters, two sons and six grand-

children.
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1. Hopes for accomplishment: I hope to

contribute to the reconciliation of the

church. Boundaries in the overlapping

areas are about settled and soon the mis-

sion programs will become one. It is in

this “shakedown” year that small dif-

ferences in style and procedures can

build into crises. I believe that my ad-

ministrative experience and knowledge of

the church will enable me to be of help.

I hope to develop the inclusiveness of

the church, not alone in regard to

women, racial ethnics or persons with

disabilities, but also with various ages,

persons of diverse theological and social

positions, mission pastors and “tall stee-

ple preachers." It has been my privilege

to serve as presbytery executive in urban

and rural areas and in situations with

black and Hungarian-speaking churches

and to have had a part in beginning

Korean and Spanish congregations.

Finally, I am greatly concerned about

the declining membership in our church.

I have done some studies in this area and

believe that church growth has a strong

correlation with new church develop-

ment. Careful demographic studies, the

right location and the right leadership

are crucial. This will be costly, but I do

not know of any "cheap way” to reverse

the downward trend.

2. On Christians and Jews: This paper

is past due as a corrective to a long his-

tory of unfortunate relationships. It

needs to be read alongside the Islamic

study paper which, on a lesser scale,

seeks to address the history of our unfor-

tunate relationships with Muslims.

A special strength of the paper is that

it answers decisively the notion that

Christians have somehow replaced Jews

as “God’s people.”

I find the greatest weakness in the sec-

tion dealing with the promise of land.

The paper states that no theological judg-

ment is made in relation to the “land” of

the State of Israel, but it is not clear to

me just what it means by “land.”

3. Kansas City: I react positively to a

Kansas City location. Despite initial

costs, it appears that over the years it

will save money.

I am aware of the objections of racial

ethnic people regarding housing patterns

and of questions regarding negative

votes on school bonds. I talked with the

chair of the Committee on Location(s)

and the committee has weighed these fac-

tors.

Nevertheless, the General Assembly

itself needs to make the decision. It will

be with us for many years. In this, as in

other matters, my style is to present my
own view, but to welcome the debate and

final decision of the governing body.

4. Call to Resistance: This paper has

provoked much discussion! It is hardly

objective and moves from some debatable

premises. That should be obvious to the

careful reader.

Then should it be withdrawn? My
answer is “No.” We do not yet have the

final draft, and it may be altered by next

year. Even if not, it is sufficiently pro-

vocative to cause us to think seriously

about questions we too often “resist”

facing. For example, it is helpful to see

modern resistance movements in terms

of the involvement of Christians in the

Revolutionary War on the Underground

Railroad.

I doubt that any General Assembly will

adopt it as it stands, but I believe we will

be helped by studying it and dealing with

the questions raised.

JAIME 0. QUINONES
1. Hopes for accomplishment: Coming

into this position from a Third World

Perspective and background, I would

hope to bring a definitive touch of that

world to the office and to the church at

large. As a product of the Third World, I

can speak their language, a language of

their feelings, their frustrations, their

hopes and their visions, and can effective-

ly communicate these to the church of the

First World, a world to which I can relate



The Cross Is a Bridge

It is Eastertide and, like you, I am

waiting in my Upper Room for the gusts

of Pentecost to puff my sails once again.

In this waiting period, I can’t help look-

ing back on Jesus’ cross and keeping

fresh the new things I learned about it in

my Holy Week pilgrimage.

So often I have labeled all sickness and

emotional pain as “my cross to bear."

That’s the way we tend to see it.

My trusty thesaurus offers a litany of

negative synonyms for "cross”: words

like mishap, affliction, albatross and,

would you believe "evil”?

Time magazine recently reported the

story of a woman with Parkinson’s dis-

ease who participated in experiments to

find a cure for the nerve disease. After

research leading to hope for a cure, the

stricken woman affirmed, “I knew the

Lord gave me Parkinson's disease for a

reason.” She thought it was her “cross to

bear,” straight from God. Somehow I

don’t buy that theology.

To use “cross" as an equivalent for in-

voluntary sickness of mind or body is no

longer my idea of the cross we are called

to carry. Illness can arise out of conta-

gion, unsanitary conditions, human-made
pollution, lack of exercise or improper

diet. I cannot believe that God, who in

Christ came to heal us, wills to make us

sick.

When Jesus challenged his followers to

"pick up your cross and follow me," he in-

vited his disciples to shoulder the load of

voluntary suffering that comes to all who
bear witness to God's love, justice and

righteousness.

But in this Eastertide, my vision of the

cross is even more than a symbol of

voluntary suffering.

A friend gave me a new cross several

months ago. Fastened at its center is a

medallion featuring two children strolling

over a bridge.

As I look back on the fresh memories of

Golgotha and the Garden, I can see the

cross of Christ as a bridge.

The instrument of Jesus’ death has be-

come a span, not just a burden of suffer-

ing I volunteer to lift up. The cross is a

bridge that transports us from loneliness

to intimacy with God's loving self, a

causeway arching from sin and broken-

ness to fresh beginnings and wholeness.

The cross for me is no longer exclusive-

ly a symbol of voluntary pain. It is also a

link to new life.

Wheaton Webb retells the story of how
the cross of nails in England’s Coventry
Cathedral formed a bridge from the an-

guish of the ancient church’s bombed-out
ruins to a renewal of faith in Jesus

Christ.

He recalls how workers rebuilding the

cathedral destroyed by air raids in World

War II found old hand-made nails in the

burned rubble.

Coventry’s bishop had an idea: why not

collect these nails used in the original

construction of the cathedral and fashion

them into a cross? Then, why not ask

priests and parishioners to carry it to

every church door in Coventry’s diocese

as a symbol of renewal?

The cross was made as the new Coven-

try Cathedral rose from its ashes.

The procession took 40 days as the

cross of nails journeyed from one parish

to the next. Webb quotes a participant

who observed that “as the cross was de-

livered into the hands of the priest of the

receiving company . .
.

[there] followed

the prayer: ‘Almighty God, . .
.

grant

that we, walking in the way of the cross,

may find it none other than the way of

life and peace.’”

The way of life and peacel As the

believers carried the cross of nails, the

cross carried them, too, into a new
awareness of God’s loving, healing pres-

ence. It was more than a weight to shoul-

der: it was a flyway to new life and

serenity, a bridge from the ruins of the

aching past, to the hope of God’s present

actions.

On this sunny side of Easter, before

the gathering winds trumpet us into

Pentecost, I remember that sometimes I

carry the cross and sometimes it carries

me.

GEORGE J. KROUPA III

Editor-at-Large

6120 N. Kings Highway
Alexandria, Va. 22303

Decline Is Our Fault

I hear many reasons given for the

lamentable decline of Presbyterianism in

America, a decline which I resent hearing

others exaggerate, but which we can no

longer ignore. Of all these reasons, how-
ever, the only one I find in which I can

wholeheartedly concur is that it is our

own fault.

First, a word about the decline. It has

had a longer history than some realize,

though until recently it was more a series

of missed opportunities than a measur-

able decline.

It would be a crude oversimplification

of American Protestant church history,

but it could be argued that the 18th cen-

tury was Presbyterian, or at least Cal-

vinist; the 19th was Methodist; the 20th

Baptist; and to look into the mists darkly,

the 21st may well to our mainline sur-

prise turn out to be the Pentecostal cen-

tury.

Through it all, we Presbyterians man-
aged to disparage and underestimate

every one of these movements of a Spirit

who doesn't always stop to ask us or the

Episcopalians how the church should live

and grow.

It really doesn’t help to get defensive

and to say to ourselves that the decline is

only statistical, and that numbers aren’t

everything. It is numbers that make us a

minority, and when minority status is

self-created and self- idealized, it is self-

destructive.

Presbyterians were once dominant in

many parts. We have become a very

small minority. That’s not all bad. I can

think of a good many minorities which

are better than most majorities. But if

we’re small and getting smaller because

we have made avoidable mistakes, then

the worst possible thing to do would be

to blame it all on everyone but ourselves.

We grumbled about the unfairness of

Methodists who rode out to preach before

they had learned Hebrew and Greek.

Later, we complained about Baptists who
dunked and evangelized and were not

ashamed to be laughed at for Christ’s

sake instead of doing things decently and

in order.

Now we complain about Pentecostals

who really believe in the Bible and

eternal life and that Jesus saves, instead

of joining us in social protest and peace-

making.

Don’t misunderstand me. The faults

are not all ours and the virtues theirs. I

believe emphatically in a thorough,

academically rigorous theological educa-

tion and in decency and order in the

church and that for justice and peace in

the world, the spiritual and social not

only can be but should be actively allied.

But perhaps in each century we lost

something to our brothers and sisters

along the way; and perhaps one reason

for our present malaise may be that we
failed to hold together what we should

never have separated, forfeiting that

fragile but powerful blend of "piety and
learning," "order and ardor,” "unity and

mission," which is our rightful heritage.

If so, it is, indeed, our own fault.

Ironically, in a perverse way, that en-

courages me. For what Presbyterians

have done wrong, or have not done well,

Presbyterians can correct and try to do

better — and still remain Presbyterian.

SAMUEL HUGH MOFFETT
Editor-at-Large

Princeton Theological Seminary
CN 821

Princeton, N.J. 08642

A new dimension in church stationery. Raised
printing that looks like engraving Beautiful! Write

for kit showing quality, type faces, colors and
prices ds* about our catling card service

May 25, 1987 THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK 9





the pResByteRk\n Outlook
An independent weekly serving the Presbyterian Church {U.S.A.)

Published by the Presbyterian -Outlook Foundation Inc.

GEORGE LAIRD HUNT, Editor

JAMES S. BROWN, Publisher

Aubrey N. Brown Jr., Editor Emeritus

CONTRIBUTING EDITORS: Bertram deH. Atwood, Kenneth E Bailey (Jerusalem),

Ralph D. Bucy (Washington), Paul A Corcoran, James A. Simpson (Scotland),

R David Steele, Lillian McCulloch Taylor (Books).

EDITORS-AT-LARGE: Joanna M. Adams, Ned H. Benson, John T. DeBevoise,

Shirley DeHonty, Joe Bryan Donaho, Craig Dykstra, H. Dana Fearon III, Barbara

Ha rgrove, Christian T losso, George J Kroupa III, Nancy M. Lincoln, Carol E

Lytch, Stephens G. Lytch, Joan I. Mabon, Dorothy I. MacConkey, Daniel W.
Massie, Kenneth C. Miller, Samuel Hugh Moffett, Stephen R. Montgomery, C.

Ellis Nelson, J. Kenneth Rogers, Dean K Thompson, Lamar Williamson.

•

SUBSCRIPTION: $17.50 one year, $33 50 two years, $48.50 three years. $5 per year

additional for postage outside the U S A G roup subscriptions available at dis-

count for 12 or more paid by check and sent to individual addresses. $1 per copy.

•

ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO Box C-32071, Richmond, Va. 23261-2071

Editorial: George Laird Hunt

Business and Advertising James S Brown
Subscriptions Patricia Gresham

Book Orders: Sally Robertson

Telephone: 804/359-8442 PRESBYNET LOGIN: plioutl

— • —
NEWS SERVICES: Presbynet, Religious News Service (RNS), Reformed Press Ser-

vice (RPS), Ecumenical Press Service (EPS)

ISSN: 0032-7565

Volume 169. Number 30. Issue for September 7*14, 1987.

EDITORIALS
On the Way

To the Forum

In cleaning out my files preparing for

our move to our new offices, I came
across an article by Dennis E. Shoemaker
in the March 14, 1973, Christian Century,
titled “Ecclesiastical ‘Future Shock’: The
Ordeal of Restructuring.” I will not credit

providence with making me save the
article; I had the premonition when I cut

it out that it would come in handy
someday. And it has.

Shoemaker was a member of the staff

of the Board of Christian Education in

Philadelphia (my successor there, actual-

ly). The UPC was reorganizing its boards
in 1972-73 and moving most offices to

New York City. In that particular re-

structuring. everyone’s job was "up for

grabs." A r Shoemaker explained it:

“Not more than 65 percent of our
executive staff — and estimates run as
low as 30 percent — will receive an 'invi-

tation' [to be on the reorganized staff). In

addition, before incumbent staffers can
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expect an ‘invitation,’ they will have to

reapply for the jobs they now hold. They
can, of course, apply for other jobs, but
because of an open-ended job- advertising

feature, positions in the new- structure

are open to all comers — which simply

means that an incumbent who has known
for a whole year that his job is on the line

may find it snatched away from him by
outside competition. On top of that, he
has no assurance that his old job w-ill

even exist in the new structure. Or it

may be redesigned beyond recognition.

Meanw-hile we wait, with no voice in the
decision-making, quite powerless to ef-

fect our destinies.”

Grieve not for Shoemaker. Today he
has a job that fits his talents well on the

staff of the Synod of the Covenant, where
he edits w-hat many consider to be the

best synod paper in the denomination.

But it was this 1972 upsetting of the
apple cart that led the Reunion Commit-
tee to incorporate Article 5.7 in the Ar-
ticles of Agreement, which reads in part:

“The General Assembly Council shall en-

sure continuity of employment at com-
parable levels insofar as possible." In

other words, existing staff must be given

first crack at any job opening in the new
ministry units and the GAC.
Unlike 1972, we are faced now with the

situation where people on the national

staff of our two former churches have
comparable positions so that selection

must at times involve choices between
two people w-ith the same job and pre-

sumably the same competence. As long

as such people are available on the exist-

ing staffs, the positions are not open to

anyone outside these staffs. (The reunion

of the PCUSA and the UPNA is not a

comparable situation, because that took

place in 1958.)

This is the dilemma facing those who
must employ staff for the new units in

the next few months. Assuming compe-
tence in those now working for the

church, they are going to have to choose

between well- qualified people, and some-
one is going to lose and the church is

going to lose some very capable staff.

The hirers’ task is further complicated

by another part of Article 5.7: “As staff

vacancies occur, they shall be filled in ac-

cordance with the church-wide plan for

equal employment opportunity and the

principles of full participation.”

The General Assembly Council is im-

plementing this requirement by estab-

lishing the goal that by 1990 40 percent of

the executives will be women and 20 per-

cent racial ethnic people.

The ministry unit committees have a

tough job in the next few- months de-

ciding what positions each unit needs,

getting the council to approve the posi-

tion descriptions and then finding the

people to fit them. We hope each commit-
tee will take the selection of staff very
seriously and not just leave this up to the
hirers.

Given all these factors, there may not

be as many new faces in Louisville as one
might have expected. Article 5.7 solved

an old problem only to create new ones;

but that’s the way it is. We all need to be
aware of this as we watch the “funny
things that happen on the way to the
forum” at Louisville.

—G.L.H.

Why the Presbyterian

Church in Korea Grows

The Presbyterian churches of Korea are

not a model of ecclesiastical unity, but we
could look long and far before finding bet-

ter examples of spiritual and numerical

growth

.

Their most obvious growth has been
numerical, which is where we Presby-
terians (U.S.A.) have been w-eakest.

Where else will one find a dowrntown
Presbyterian Church w-ith some 60.000

members in what is only one congregation

out of some 8,000 Presbyterian churches





in the same Korean city?

My father went to Korea in 1890. There

was then only one organized Presbyterian

Church in the whole country, north and

south, and not more than 100 adult church

members, which probably meant a total

community of 300. In the early 1930s,

when I was a boy and Presbyterians cele-

brated their first 50 years, the number of

churches had grown to 1,530, with a com-

munity of 200,000 adherents. The majori-

ty were in the north.

Today, in the south alone, after the

tragic division of the country, there may
well be more Presbyterians in Korea than

in all the 50 United States combined,

though the statistics may not be quite

comparable. At any rate, in 1984-85,

when Korean Presbyterians celebrated

their 100th anniversary, they exuberant-

ly claimed a total of 6.5 million adherents

and 15,460 churches.

What has made the Korean Presbyteri-

ans grow? They are three times the size of

Korean Roman Catholics, though Catho-

lics began their work a hundred years

earlier. They are six times larger than

the Methodists, though both entered the

country at the same time. They are eight

times the size of the Pentecostals and 12

times larger than the Baptists. This is

just the reverse of what happened in

America. Why?
I wish I knew a simple answer to that

question. The numbers, of course, are

only an outward and imperfect sign of a

remarkable inner vitality. In a way, my
father gave the best answer as to the

source of that inner power when he was
questioned at the 50th anniversary: ‘‘For

50 years we have lifted up before the peo-

ple the Word of God and the Holy Spirit

has done the rest." These two elements

are primary.

I might add six other points, among
many, with the important disclaimer that

to try to reproduce Korean Christianity in

another cultural setting will be no guaran-

tee either of church growth or of spiritual

vigor. Significant social and historical fac-

tors are not replicable. Some things, how-

ever, are universal.

—First, prayer has played a regular,

recognized part in Korean spiritual

growth.

—Second, they really believe that the

gospel is true and is good news and are,

therefore, completely unembarrassed
about friendly, personal lay evangelism.

—Third, they are both Christ-centered

and church-centered. Their personal piety

is nurtured and broadened by the family

feeling of a congregational fellowship.

—Fourth, they are also world-centered

in the sense that they receive their mis-

sion from God, they take their missions to

the world. They believe both in this life

and in the life to come, and therefore

neither fear death nor seek it, but pro-

mote the public welfare with the same zeal

they give to evangelism, and do not suffer

injustice lightly. Some take their faith to

the streets and some into the government;

some into their businesses and some into

the slums; and some take it around the

world.

—Fifth, they are sacrificiallv faithful in

their stewardship of time and money.

Their average income is far lowrer than

ours, but they give a much higher share of

it to God’s work than we do.

—Last, they acknowledge that they

have as many weaknesses as strengths,

and trust in Gods sufficient grace to re-

deem the penitent and to transform their

failings into the makings of a credible

witness.

SAMUEL HUGH MOFFETT
Editor-at-Large

Princeton Theological Seminary, CN821
Princeton, N.J. 08542

Free Presbyterian

Day Care

Demographically, the Presbyterian

Church is almost dead. Passenger pi-

geons on that last trip down memory lane

— average age over 50, membership

down since 1969.

None of the church’s present welter of

denominational projects will stem the

membership trend: not New' Age Dawn-
ing, not the new confession, not the new
curriculum, the new hymnbook, the new
location and not even the bicentennial

celebration (something more than me-

mory lane?).

What would get people through the

doors of our buildings — within reach of

our people and curricula — is a free or

low-cost child-care program. It would

cost money, but it would have some
chance of paying off, in members and

money. For the intent would be straight-

forward: We want you and your children

to give us a look.

Sound like Baptists or Mormons? Yes, it

would involve some stretching, since the

2- to 4-year-olds would be taught some-

thing about the church as the price of ad-

mission. Even if families do not attend

church or Sunday School, we give them
Sunday School stuff during the week.

And if we can’t get Presbyterian teachers

and administrators, we pay whomever to

teach our stuff on our premises whenever
possible.

Granted, our church has called for

more affordable, nationally available pub
lie day care, but it’s not going to happen
— at least for a while. So this would let

us weigh in where our educational tradi

dition and non-profit status can give us a

shot at an enormous number of kids. And

how many shots do we have left?

Many reasons can be found to scoff at

such a proposal. These reasons would

come out quickly, usually tied to "more

serious’’ uses for the money and energy.

Even if the payoff period were shown to

be pretty short and most of the money
raised from adventurous donors, we
w'ould really be fighting inertial decline.

The “rather die than change” mentality

would fight the idea and talk down our

capacity to mobilize a significant number

of congregations.

Allow a local example of both the need

for and probable resistance to such a

program, taken from a city outside my
presbytery. In it are four dying Presby-

terian churches, each with its white-

haired remnant and one or two with en-

dowment. Talks on common ministry and

possible union are under way, but one

church — average attendance about 20,

with little money — has dropped out.

The pastor and congregation probably

will march together into retirement, and

the three others will have less critical

mass with which to mount any effort to

reverse their fortunes. The pastor of the

withdrawing church is not necessarily in-

competent, but Sunday-to-Sundav sur-

vival has become the agenda.

In a couple of the congregations, there

is enough money for at least one more

good effort. In this analogy, it may seem

less apparent in the church at large that

we have reached the rainy day we have

been saving for. Yet there is some will-

ingness to spend denominational money.

The theological seminaries, for example,

sustained their initiative to get 1 percent

off the top of giving at this past General

Assembly. Yet starting with day care

might ensure survival of more of the 11

theological institutions in the long run.

Free day care is a simple, practical and

low-capital idea that could change our

church’s direction. In many cities there

are lots of children of all kinds, and there

are many churches with child-care ex-

perience. Thus, Presbyterian child care

could at least be a newsworthy five-year

project and, if well-managed, could give

us some momentum on the comeback

trail.

In the child-care field, going with a

whimper could mean going with a bang!

Let those who have energy consider

giving it a shot.

CHRISTIAN IOSSO
Editor-at-Large

Box 687

Palisades, N.Y. 10964

Most of us follow our conscience as

we follow a wheelbarrow. We push it

in front of us in the direction we want to

go.

-BILLY GRAHAM
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